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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The Amendment dated 6/23/2009 has been entered. Claims 1-6, 10-13,15,17, 20, 23-28, 
30, 34-35, 37, 40, 42, and 43-48 have been amended. Claims 1-48 remain pending in the 
application. 

Response to Arguments 

Rejections under 35 USC 101 

2. The rejections under 35 USC 101 of claims 1-43, 45, and 47 are withdrawn in light of 
Applicant's amendments to the claims. 

Rejections under 35 USC 112 

3. The rejections under 35 USC 1 12 2 nd of claims 17, 47, 19, 39, 45, and 47 are withdrawn 
in light of Applicant's amendments to the claims. 

4. The Examiner maintains the rejections of claims 23-43 for the recitation of various 
software elements ("modules") without disclosing what structure embodies the software 
elements. In order to properly claim a system, commensurate with the definition of a system, 
structural elements must be claimed. It remains unclear what structure processes and stores the 
code associated with the modules. Disembodied software or "modules" are simply non- 
functional descriptive material. For example, a "first displaying module" is not processed by a 
processor, therefore cannot function to display any data upon a display device. 

5. The rejections are maintained. 

Rejections under 35 USC 102 and 103 

6. Applicant's arguments regarding art rejections under 35 USC 102 and 103 are moot in 
view of new grounds of rejection necessitated by Applicant's amendment. 
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Claim Objections 

7. Claims 1 are objected to because of the following informalities: the claim recites in the 
preamble "a method in a computer system for automatically determining an expectation for a 
health maintenance item has not been satisfied. . ." and "automatically determining the 
expectation for the at least one health maintenance item has not been satisfied". These phrases 
are grammatically improper. The Examiner recommends that the phrases should read "a method 
in a computer system for automatically determining an expectation for a health maintenance item 
that has not been satisfied. . ." and "automatically determining the expectation for the at least one 
health maintenance item that has not been satisfied" or the like. Appropriate correction is 
required. 



Application/Control Number: 10/750,478 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3626 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

8. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

9. Claim(s) 15-16, 23-34, 35-36, 44-45 and 48 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the invcntor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

10. As per claim(s) 15-16, 23-34, 35-36, 44-45 and 48 these claims are rejected for at least 
the same rationale as discussed above, and incorporated herein. 

1 1 . The newly added limitation in claim 1 5 (and similarly in claim 23) recites "receiving, by 
the computing device, a request for details associated with at least of the possible satisfiers" and 
"displaying the details based on the request, wherein the details are displayed in a separate screen 
utilizing the user-interface." Similarly claims 44 and 48 recite requesting additional information 
associated with the unsatisfied health maintenance item. 

12. Claim 35 recites a "determining module for determining a priority module. . ." and 
similarly in claim 45 "determining a priority". Appears also to be new matter as the priority level 
appears to be displayed, although the Examiner could not find how and what determines this 
level in the specification. 
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NOTE: The rejection presented hereinbelow if for Applicant's consideration 

should Applicant properly traverses the new matter issues discussed above in the response 
hereto. 

13. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

14. Claims 23-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

15. Claims 23-43 recite various software elements ("modules") without disclosing what 
structure embodies the software elements. In order to properly claim a system, commensurate 
with the definition of a system, structural elements must be claimed. It remains unclear what 
structure processes and stores the modules. Disembodied software or "modules" are simply non- 
functional descriptive material. For example, a "first displaying module" is not processed by a 
processor, therefore cannot function to display any data upon a display device. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

16. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

17. Claims 1-7, 15-16, 23-36, and 43-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent 7,464,041 to Merkin et al. in view of U.S. Patent Application 
Publication 2003/0208391 to Dvorak et al. 

18. As to claim 1, Merkin discloses a method in a computer system for automatically 
determining an expectation for a health maintenance item has not been satisfied, the 
method comprising: 

obtaining patient information {Merkin see electronic health record abstract, column 2 
lines 62-67, column 3 lines 1-17, and column 7 lines 5-32); 

applying one or more factors to the patient information utilizing a computing device, 
wherein the computing device applies the one or more factors to the patient information to 
generate an expectation for at least one health maintenance item for a person {Merkin column 4 
lines 21-29 and claim 1); 

automatically determining whether the expectation for the at least one health maintenance 
item has not been satisfied {Merkin column 4 lines 21-29); 

Merkin teaches that scheduling an appointment may be a satisfier {Merkin column 1 1 
lines 37-53). However, the reference does not teach determining and displaying more than one 
satisfier, receiving a selection, and storing and displaying a schedule. Dvorak discloses: 

determining more than one satisfier for the unsatisfied expectation for the at least one 
health maintenance item {Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 
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displaying the more than one satisfier for the unsatisfied expectation {Dvorak figure 1 , 
and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

receiving a selection of a first satisfier of the more than one satisfier utilizing an input 
area associated with the satisfier (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 item 220); 

storing the first satisfier for display in a health maintenance schedule associated with the 
patient (Dvorak figure 2 items 202, 204, 226, and 224); and 

displaying the health maintenance schedule associated with the patient, including the first 
satisfier (Dvorak figure 2 items 202, 204, 226, and 224). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary still in the art to include in the method of 
Merkin the scheduling system as taught by Dvorak since the claimed invention is merely a 
combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have performed 
the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized 
that the results of the combination were predictable. 

19. As to claim 2, see the discussion of claim 1, additionally, Merkin discloses the method 
wherein determining the expectation is not satisfied includes searching an integrated database in 
a comprehensive healthcare system to determine if an existing order has been placed for the 
expectation (Merkin column 4 lines 30-47, column 9 lines 43-67, and column 10 lines 1-17). 
Examiner notes that an order could be an appointment being made alternatively a fulfilled order 
would be an addition to a patient record documenting the completed procedure. 

20. As to claim 3, see the discussion of claim 1, additionally, Merkin discloses the method 
wherein determining the expectation is not satisfied includes searching an integrated database in 
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a comprehensive healthcare system to determine if a procedure has been documented (Merkin 
column 6 lines 11-51, column 9 lines 43-67, and column 10 lines 1-17). 

21. As to claim 4, see the discussion of claim 1, additionally, Merkin discloses the method 
wherein determining the expectation is not satisfied includes searching an integrated database in 
a comprehensive healthcare system to determine if one or more result values exist for the 
expectation (Merkin column 6 lines 11-51, column 9 lines 43-67, and column 10 lines 1-17). 

22. As to claim 5, see the discussion of claim 1, additionally, Merkin Merkin discloses the 
method wherein determining the expectation is not satisfied includes receiving an order for a 
satisfier for the expectation (Merkin column 4 lines 30-47, column 6 lines 11-51, column 9 lines 
43-67, and column 10 lines 1-17, column 1 1 lines 38-53, and figures 1 and 2). 

23. As to claim 6, see the discussion of claim 1, additionally, Merkin discloses the method 
wherein determining the expectation is not satisfied includes receiving documentation of a result 
that is a satisfier for the expectation (Merkin column 9 lines 43-67 and column 10 lines 1-17). 

24. As to claim 7, see the discussion of claim 1, additionally, Merkin discloses the method 
wherein the health maintenance item is one of a screening (Merkin column 9 lines 43-67 and 
column 10 lines 1-17). 

25. As to claim 15, Merkin discloses a method in a computer system for generating 
satis fiers for an expectation for a health maintenance item, the method comprising: 

receiving data associated with a person from electronic records (Merkin see electronic 
health record abstract, column 2 lines 62-67, column 3 lines 1-17, and column 7 lines 5-32); 
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obtaining, utilizing a computing device, one or more unsatisfied health maintenance item 
expectations for the person (Merkin claim 1 part (d), column 9 lines 43-67, and column 10 lines 
1-17); 

obtaining possible satisfiers for each of the one or more unsatisfied expectations, wherein 
the computing device determines the possible satisfiers by comparing the one or more unsatisfied 
expectations to information from a database {Merkin claim 1 part (d), column 9 lines 43-67, and 
column 10 lines 1-17); 

Merkin teaches that scheduling an appointment may be a satisfier (Merkin column 1 1 
lines 37-53). However, the reference docs not teach displaying satisfiers, receiving a selection, 
and storing a schedule or a requesting details. Dvorak discloses: 

displaying the possible satisfiers for each of the one or more unsatisfied expectations 
utilizing a user-interface (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

receiving, by the computing device, a request for details associated with at least one of 
the possible satisfiers (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

displaying the details based on the request, wherein the details are displayed in a separate 
screen utilizing the user-interface (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

receiving a selection of at least one of the possible satisfiers (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 
2 items 216, 218, 220); and 

storing the at least one selected possible satisfier in association with the person, wherein 
the storage of the selected possible satisfier updates a health maintenance schedule for the person 
(Dvorak figure 2 items 202, 204, 226, and 224). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary still in the art to include in the method of 
Merkin the scheduling system as taught by Dvorak since the claimed invention is merely a 
combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have performed 
the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized 
that the results of the combination were predictable. 

26. As to claim 16, see the discussion of claim 15, additionally, Merkin discloses the method 
wherein possible satisfiers are obtained from a pre-defined list for each health maintenance item 
stored in a database (Merkin claim 1 part (d), column 9 lines 43-67, and column 10 lines 1-17). 

27. As to claim 23, Merkin discloses a computerized system for automatically determining 
whether an expectation for a health maintenance item has been satisfied, the system comprising: 

a generating module for generating an expectation for a health maintenance item for a 
person based on medical information associated with the person {Merkin column 4 lines 21-29 
and claim 1); 

a determining module, utilized by a computing device, for automatically determining 
whether the expectation has not been satisfied, wherein the computing device determines the 
expectation has not been satisfied based on information from a database (Merkin column 4 lines 
21-29); 

Merkin teaches that scheduling an appointment may be a satisfier (Merkin column 1 1 
lines 37-53). However, the reference does not teach determining and displaying a satisfier, 
receiving a selection, and storing and displaying a schedule. Dvorak discloses: 

a first displaying module for displaying the expectation that has not been satisfied 
(Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 
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a first receiving module for receiving an input indicating the expectation has been 
satisfied (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

a first storing module for storing the input indicating the expectation has been satisfied 
(Dvorak figure 2 items 202, 204, 226, and 224); 

a second displaying module for displaying a schedule for the person, wherein the 
schedule includes an indication the expectation has been satisfied (Dvorak figure 2 items 202, 
204, 226, and 224); 

a selecting module for selecting to view one or more details of the satisfied expectation 
(Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); and 

a third displaying module for displaying the one or more details of the satisfied 
expectation (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary still in the art to include in the method of 
Merkin the scheduling system as taught by Dvorak since the claimed invention is merely a 
combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have performed 
the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized 
that the results of the combination were predictable. 

28. As to claim 24, see the discussion of claim 23, additionally, Merkin discloses the system 
wherein determining the expectation has not been satisfied includes searching an integrated 
database in a comprehensive healthcare system to determine if an existing order has been placed 
for the expectation (Merkin column 4 lines 30-47, column 9 lines 43-67, and column 10 lines 1- 
17). 
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29. As to claim 25, see the discussion of claim 23, additionally, Merkin discloses the system 
wherein determining the expectation has not been satisfied includes searching an integrated 
database in a comprehensive healthcare system to determine if a procedure has been documented 
(Merkin column 6 lines 11-51, column 9 lines 43-67, and column 10 lines 1-17). 

30. As to claim 26, see the discussion of claim 23, additionally, Merkin discloses the system 
wherein determining the expectation has not been satisfied includes searching an integrated 
database in a comprehensive healthcare system to determine if one or more result values exist for 
the expectation (Merkin column 6 lines 11-51, column 9 lines 43-67, and column 10 lines 1-17). 

31. As to claim 27, see the discussion of claim 23, additionally, Merkin discloses the system 
wherein the expectation is satisfied by receiving input indicating an order for a satisfier for the 
expectation (Merkin column 4 lines 30-47, column 6 lines 11-51, column 9 lines 43-67, and 
column 10 lines 1-17, column 1 1 lines 38-53, and figures 1 and 2). 

32. As to claim 28, see the discussion of claim 23, additionally, Merkin discloses the system 
wherein the expectation is satisfied by receiving input indicating documentation of a result that is 
a satisfier for the expectation (Merkin column 6 lines 1 1-51, column 9 lines 43-67, and column 
10 lines 1-17). 

33. As to claim 29, see the discussion of claim 23, additionally, Merkin discloses the system 
wherein the health maintenance item is one of a screening (Merkin column 9 lines 43-67 and 
column 10 lines 1-17). 

34. As to claim 30, see the discussion of claim 23, additionally, Merkin discloses the system 
further comprising a first obtaining module for obtaining medical information for the person 
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from the person's electronic medical record in a comprehensive healthcare system (Merkin 
column 9 lines 43-67 and column 10 lines 1-17). 

35. As to claim 31, see the discussion of claims 23 and 30, additionally, Merkin discloses the 
system further comprising a second obtaining module for obtaining one or more recommended 
health maintenance items (Merkin column 9 lines 43-67 and column 10 lines 1-17 also see claim 
1). 

36. As to claim 32, see the discussion of claims 23 and 30-31, additionally, Merkin discloses 
the system further comprising a third obtaining module for obtaining the factors that would 
qualify a person for the one or more health maintenance items (Merkin column 4 lines 16-29). 

37. As to claim 33, see the discussion 23 and 30-32, additionally, Merkin discloses the 
system further comprising a comparing module for comparing the information for the person 
with the qualification factors to determine the person qualifies for one or more of the one or 
more recommended health maintenance items (Merkin column 1 1 lines 5-37). 

38. As to claim 34, see the discussion of claims 22 and 30-33, additionally, Merkin discloses 
the system further comprising a second storing module for storing the input indicating the 
expectation has been satisfied in an electronic medical record associated with the person in a 
comprehensive healthcare system (Merkin claim 1 step (f) and claim 6). 

39. As to claim 35, Merkin discloses a computerized system for generating satisfiers for an 
expectation for a health maintenance item, the system comprising: 

a searching module for searching records associated with a person to identify unsatisfied 
health maintenance item expectations (Merkin column 4 lines 21-29 and claim 1); 
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a first obtaining module for obtaining, at a computing device, one or more unsatisfied 
health maintenance item expectations for the person (Merkin column 4 lines 21-29); 

a second obtaining module for obtaining, at the computing device, a possible satisfier for 
each of the one or more unsatisfied expectations; {Merkin column 4 lines 21-29) 

Merkin teaches that scheduling an appointment may be a satisfier (Merkin column 1 1 
lines 37-53). However, the reference does not teach determining and displaying more than one 
satisfier, receiving a selection, and storing and displaying a schedule. Dvorak discloses: 

a first displaying module for displaying the possible satisfier for each of the one or more 
unsatisfied expectations, wherein the display includes an input area associated with each of the 
possible satisfiers {Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

a receiving module for receiving input associated with a first satisfier of the possible 
satisfier for each of the one or more unsatisfied expectations (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 item 
220); 

a storing module for storing the input in association with the first satisfier (Dvorak figure 
2 items 202, 204, 226, and 224); 

an updating module for updating a patient schedule based on the input (Dvorak figure 2 
items 202, 204, 226, and 224); and 

a determining module for determining a priority level of the first satisfier (Dvorak 
[0034]); 

a second displaying module for displaying the updated patient schedule, including the 
first satisfier and the priority level (Dvorak [0034]). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary still in the art to include in the method of 
Merkin the scheduling system as taught by Dvorak since the claimed invention is merely a 
combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have performed 
the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized 
that the results of the combination were predictable. 

40. As to claim 36, see the discussion of claim 35, additionally, Merkin discloses the system 
wherein possible satisfiers are obtained from a pre-defined list for each health maintenance item 
stored in a database (Merkin claim 1 c. iii). 

41. As to claim 43, Merkin discloses a system in a computerized environment for 
automatically determining an expectation for a health maintenance item has not been satisfied, 
the method comprising: 

searching a set of electronic records (Merkin see electronic health record abstract, column 
2 lines 62-67, column 3 lines 1-17, and column 7 lines 5-32); 

generating an expectation for a health maintenance item for a person (Merkin column 4 
lines 21-29 and claim 1); 

automatically determining, utilizing a first computer process, the expectation has not 
been satisfied by comparing the expectation to information selected from one or more of the 
following: the set of electronic records (Merkin column 4 lines 21-29 and claim 1); 

Merkin teaches that scheduling an appointment may be a satisfier (Merkin column 1 1 
lines 37-53). However, the reference does not teach determining and displaying more than one 
satisfier, receiving a selection, and storing and displaying a schedule. Dvorak discloses: 
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displaying more than one input option associated with the expectation {Dvorak figure 1 , 
and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

receiving a selection of at least one of the input options associated with the 
expectation (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

updating, utilizing a second computer process, the health maintenance item for the person 
based on the selection of at least one of the input options (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 
216,218,220); 

determining, utilizing a third computer process, a health maintenance schedule for the 
person, wherein the first, second and third computer processes are performed on one or more 
computing devices (Dvorak figure 2 items 202, 204, 226, and 224); and 

displaying the health maintenance schedule, wherein the schedule includes the updated 
health maintenance item (Dvorak figure 2 items 202, 204, 226, and 224). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary still in the art to include in the method of 
Merkin the scheduling system as taught by Dvorak since the claimed invention is merely a 
combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have performed 
the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized 
that the results of the combination were predictable. 

42. As to claim 44, Merkin discloses computer-executable instructions for performing a 
method, the method comprising: 

generating an expectation for a health maintenance item for a person (Merkin column 4 
lines 21-29 and claim l);and 



Application/Control Number: 10/750,478 Page 17 

Art Unit: 3626 

automatically determining whether the expectation has not been satisfied wherein a 
computing device determines the expectation has not been satisfied (Merkin column 4 lines 21- 
29 and claim 1); 

Merkin teaches that scheduling an appointment may be a satisfier (Merkin column 1 1 
lines 37-53). However, the reference does not teach determining and displaying more than one 
satisfier, receiving a selection, and storing and displaying a schedule. Dvorak discloses: 

displaying a health maintenance schedule for the person, including the unsatisfied health 
maintenance item, on an interface (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

displaying an input area for receiving requests for additional information associated with 
the unsatisfied health maintenance item (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

receiving a request for the additional information (Dvorak figure 1 , and figure 2 items 
216,218,220); and 

opening a window on the interface, in response to the request, that includes additional 
information about the unsatisfied health maintenance item (Dvorak figure 1 , and figure 2 items 
216,218,220). 

43. As to claim 45, Merkin discloses a system in a computerized environment for generating 
satis fiers for an expectation for a health maintenance item, the method comprising: 

obtaining one or more unsatisfied health maintenance item expectations for a person by 
applying factors to information associated with the person (Merkin column 4 lines 21-29 and 
claim 1); 

obtaining possible satisfiers for each of the one or more unsatisfied expectations (Merkin 
column 4 lines 21-29 and claim 1); 
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Merkin teaches that scheduling an appointment may be a satisfier (Merkin column 1 1 
lines 37-53). However, the reference does not teach determining and displaying a satisfier, 
receiving a selection, and storing and displaying a schedule. Dvorak discloses: 

displaying the possible satisfiers for each of the one or more unsatisfied expectations 
(Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

receiving input associated with a first satisfier of the possible satisfiers for each of the 
one or more unsatisfied expectations (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

determining a priority for the first satisfier (Dvorak [0034]); 

updating, utilizing a computing device, a health schedule for the person based on the 
input (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); and 

displaying the updated health schedule, including the first satisfier and an indication of 
the priority (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary still in the art to include in the method of 
Merkin the scheduling system as taught by Dvorak since the claimed invention is merely a 
combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have performed 
the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized 
that the results of the combination were predictable. 

44. As to claim 46, Merkin discloses A computer-readable medium having computer- 
executable instructions for performing a method, the method comprising: 

obtaining, utilizing a first computer process, one or more unsatisfied health maintenance 
item expectations for a person by searching electronic records (Merkin column 4 lines 21-29 and 
claim 1); 
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obtaining, utilizing a second computer process, possible satisfiers for each of the one or 
more unsatisfied expectations (Merkin column 4 lines 21-29 and claim 1); 

Merkin teaches that scheduling an appointment may be a satisfier {Merkin column 1 1 
lines 37-53). However, the reference does not teach determining and displaying a satisfier, 
receiving a selection, and storing and displaying a schedule. Dvorak discloses: 

displaying the possible satisfiers for each of the one or more unsatisfied expectations 
(Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

receiving input associated with a first unsatisfied expectation, wherein the input indicates 
expiration of the first unsatisfied expectation (Dvorak [0034]); 

storing, utilizing a third computer process, the input in association with the first 
unsatisfied expectation, wherein the first, second and third computer processes are performed on 
one or more computing devices (Dvorak figure 2 items 202, 204, 226, and 224); 

receiving a request for a health maintenance schedule for the person (Dvorak figure 2 
items 202, 204, 226, and 224); 

displaying the schedule, including the first unsatisfied expectation (Dvorak figure 2 items 
202, 204, 226, and 224); 

receiving a selection of the first unsatisfied expectation (Dvorak figure 2 items 202, 204, 
226, and 224); and 

displaying the input associated with the first unsatisfied expectation in response to the 
selection (Dvorak figure 2 items 202, 204, 226, and 224). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary still in the art to include in the method of 
Merkin the scheduling system as taught by Dvorak since the claimed invention is merely a 
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combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have performed 
the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized 
that the results of the combination were predictable. 
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45. Claims 8-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Merkin in 
view of Dvorak in further view of U.S. Patent Application 2004/0243619 to Kelly et al. 

46. As to claim 8, Merkin and Dvorak disclose the method substantially as claimed in claim 
1; however Merkin does not explicitly teach receiving a request for health maintenance items for 
a patient. In a similar field of endeavor (as Kelly, while being directed towards an automotive 
application, still is directed towards scheduling maintenance items), Kelly discloses: 

receiving a request for health maintenance items for a patient (paragraphs [0063] -[0066] 
and [0057]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Merkin with Kelly since the combination would improve the users knowledge of the 
each of the maintenance items required so that more informed decisions can be made. 

47. As to claim 9, see the discussion of claims 1 and 8, additionally, Kelly discloses the 
method wherein the request is from a user (paragraphs [0063]-[0066] and [0057]). 

48. As to claim 10, see the discussion of claims 1 and 8-9, additionally, Merkin discloses the 
method further comprising obtaining patient information for the person from the person's 
electronic medical record in a comprehensive healthcare system {Merkin column 6 lines 11-51, 
column 9 lines 43-67, and column 10 lines 1-17). 

49. As to claim 11, see the discussion of claims 1 and 8-10, additionally, Merkin discloses 
obtaining more than one recommended health maintenance items {Merkin column 4 lines 1-29). 

50. As to claim 12, see the discussion of claims 1 and 8-11, additionally, Merkin discloses 
applying more than one factor to generate an expectation for the one or more health maintenance 
items {Merkin column 4 lines 16-29). 
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51. As to claim 13, see the discussion of claims 1 and 8-12, additionally, Merkin discloses 
the method further comprising comparing the information for the person with the more than one 
factor to determine the person qualifies for one or more of the one or more recommended health 
maintenance items (Merkin column 1 1 lines 5-37). 

52. As to claim 14, see the discussion of claims 1 and 8-13, additionally, Merkin discloses 
the method further comprising generating an expectation for each of the health maintenance 
items for which the patient qualifies (Merkin claim 1 part (d), column 9 lines 43-67, and column 
10 lines 1-17). 
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53. Claims 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
Application 2003/0154107 to Medvedeff in view of U.S. Patent 5,737,539 to Edelson in further 
view of Dvorak. 

54. As to claim 17, Medvedeff discloses a method in a computer system for determining 
whether a patient may experience an adverse reaction to a satisfier chosen for an expectation for 
a health maintenance item, them method comprising: 

receiving a satisfier for an expectation for a health maintenance item (Medvedeff 
paragraph [0033]); 

determining whether the person may have an adverse reaction to the satisfier (Medvedeff 
paragraph [0034]); and 

if so, warning of the possible adverse reaction to the satisfier (Medvedeff figures 4C and 

4D). 

However, Medvedeff does not teach that the computing device determines if the person 
may have an adverse reaction. Edelson makes this disclosure (Edelson column 31 lines 8-46). 

It would have been obvious to automate the system of Medvedeff 'using the method of 
Edelson since the combination would assist in the prevention of human error. 

Additionally, Medvedeff and Edelson do not explicitly teach selecting, receiving, storing 
and displaying a satisfier. Dvorak discloses: 

displaying an input area for receiving a selection of the satisfier (Dvorak figure 1 , and 
figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

receiving, by the computing device, the selection of the satisfier (Dvorak figure 1, and 
figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 
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storing the selection of the satisfier in association with the person, wherein a health 
maintenance schedule for the person is updated based on the stored selection (Dvorak figure 2 
items 202, 204, 226, and 224); and 

displaying the updated health maintenance schedule {Dvorak figure 2 items 202, 204, 
226, and 224). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary still in the art to include in the method of 
Medvedeff and Edelson the scheduling system as taught by Dvorak since the combination would 
assist in the prevention of human error in making important identifications of adverse events. 

55. As to claim 18, see the discussion of claim 1 7, additionally Medvedeff discloses the 
method wherein the satisfier is an order for a medication (Medvedff figure 4B and paragraphs 
[0033] - [0035]). 

56. As to claim 19, see the discussion of claims 17 and 18, additionally, Medvedeff discloses 
the method wherein a determination is made as to whether the person is allergic to the 
medication (Medvedeff figures 3 and 4). 

57. As to claim 20, see the discussion of claim 17, additionally, Medvedeff discloses the 
method wherein the healthcare information for a person is obtained from the patient's electronic 
medical record in a comprehensive healthcare environment (Medvedeff figures 3 and 4). 

58. As to claim 21, Edelson discloses the method further comprising obtaining information 
regarding possible adverse reactions to the satisfier from a database (Edelson column 3 1 lines 8- 
46). 

59. As to claim 22, see the discussion of claims 17 and 21, additionally, Edelson discloses 
the method further comprising comparing the information regarding possible adverse reactions to 
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healthcare information for the person to determine whether the person may have an adverse 
reaction to the satisfier (Edelson column 31 lines 8-46). 
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60. Claims 37-42 and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Merkin in view of U.S. Patent 5,737,539 to Edelson in further view of Dvorak. 

61 . As to claim 37, Merkin discloses a computerized system for determining a patient may 
experience an adverse reaction to a satisfier chosen for an expectation for a health 
maintenance item, them method comprising: 

a first determining module, for determining an expectation for a health maintenance item 
for a person, utilizing a computing device (Merkin column 4 lines 21-29 and claim 1); 

a second determining module for automatically determining the expectation has not been 
satisfied (Merkin column 4 lines 21-29 and claim 1); 

a third determining module for determining a recommended satisfier for the expectation 
(Merkin column 4 lines 21-29 and claim 1); 

a first obtaining module for obtaining, utilizing a first computer process, healthcare 
information for the person (Merkin see electronic health record abstract, column 2 lines 62-67, 
column 3 lines 1-17, and column 7 lines 5-32); 

a first receiving module for receiving the satisfier for the expectation for the health 
maintenance item (Merkin see electronic health record abstract, column 2 lines 62-67, column 3 
lines 1-17, and column 7 lines 5-32); 

However, Merkin does not explicitly teach warning about a possible adverse reaction. 
Edelson discloses: 

a fourth determining module for determining whether, utilizing a second computer 
process, the person may have an adverse reaction to the satisfier by comparing information 
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regarding possible adverse reactions to the healthcare information for the person (Edelson 
column 3 1 lines 8-46); 

a warning module for warning of the possible adverse reaction to the satisfier (Edelson 
column 3 1 lines 8-46); 

It would have been obvious to automate the system of Merkin using the method of 
Edelson since the combination would assist in the prevention of human error. 

Merkin teaches that scheduling an appointment may be a satisfier (Merkin column 1 1 
lines 37-53). However, the references do not teach receiving a selection, and storing and 
displaying a schedule. Dvorak discloses: 

a second receiving module for receiving, utilizing a third computer process, input 
associated with the satisfier, wherein the first, second and third computer processes are 
performed on one or more computing devices (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 
220); 

a storing module for storing the input associated with the satisfier, wherein storing the 
input updates a schedule for the patient (Dvorak figure 2 items 202, 204, 226, and 224); and 

a displaying module for displaying the updated patient schedule, including the satisfier, 
wherein the satisfier is selectable to view the input associated with the satisfier (Dvorak figure 2 
items 202, 204, 226, and 224). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary still in the art to include in the method of 
Merkin and Edelson the scheduling system as taught by Dvorak since the claimed invention is 
merely a combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have 
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performed the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. 

62. As to claim 38, see the discussion of claim 37, additionally, Edelson discloses the system 
wherein the satisfier is an order for a medication(&ie/so/? column 3 1 lines 8-46). 

63. As to claim 39, see the discussion of claim 37 and 38, additionally, Edelson discloses the 
system wherein a determination is made as to whether the person is allergic to the medication 
(Edelson column 3 1 lines 8-46). 

64. As to claim 40, see the discussion of claim 37, additionally, Merkin discloses the system 
wherein the healthcare information for a person is obtained from the patient's electronic medical 
record in a comprehensive healthcare environment (Merkin see electronic health record abstract, 
column 2 lines 62-67, column 3 lines 1-17, and column 7 lines 5-32). 

65. As to claim 41, Edelson discloses the method further comprising obtaining information 
regarding possible adverse reactions to the satisfier from a database (Edelson column 3 1 lines 8- 
46). 

66. As to claim 42, see the discussion of claims 37, additionally, Dvorak discloses the 
system wherein the satisfier is further selectable to update the input associated with the satisfier 
(Dvorak figure 2 items 202, 204, 226, and 224). 

67. As to claim 48, Merkin discloses a computer-readable medium having computer- 
executable instructions for performing a method, the method comprising: 

receiving a satisfier for an expectation for a health maintenance item (Merkin column 4 
lines 21-29 and claim 1); 
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obtaining healthcare information for a person (Merkin see electronic health record 
abstract, column 2 lines 62-67, column 3 lines 1-17, and column 7 lines 5-32); 

Merkin teaches that scheduling an appointment may be a satisfier {Merkin column 1 1 
lines 37-53). However, the reference does not teach determining and displaying a satisfier, 
receiving a selection, and storing and displaying a schedule. Dvorak discloses: 

displaying the healthcare information in a schedule in a first screen on a user-interface 
(Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

receiving selection of the satisfier (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

obtaining, utilizing one or more computing devices, information associated with the 
satisfier (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); and 

displaying the information associated with the satisfier in a second screen on the user- 
interface (Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220). 

However, the references do not explicitly teach determining that a person may have an 
adverse reaction. Edelson discloses 

determining, utilizing one or more computing devices, the person may have an adverse 
reaction to the satisfier (Edelson column 3 1 lines 8-46); and 

warning of the possible adverse reaction to the satisfier (Edelson column 3 1 lines 8-46). 

It would have been obvious to automate the system of Medvedeff using the method of 
Edelson since the combination would assist in the prevention of human error. 
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68. Claim 47 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Medvedeff in 
view of Dvorak. 

69. As to claim 47, Medvedejf discloses a system in a computerized environment for 
determining a patient may experience an adverse reaction to a satisfier chosen for an 
expectation for a health maintenance item, them method comprising: 

receiving a first satisfier for an expectation for a health maintenance item (Medvedeff 
paragraph [0033]); 

obtaining healthcare information for a person including a second satisfier associated with 
the person {Medvedeff paragraph [0033]); 

determining the person may have an adverse reaction to the first satisfier, including 
comparing the first satisfier to the healthcare information {Medvedeff paragraph [0033]); 

warning of the possible adverse reaction to the first satisfier {Me dvedeff figures 4C and 

4D). 

However, Medvedeff docs not explicitly teach receiving input information, displaying a 
satisfier, receiving a selection and displaying input information. Dvorak discloses 

receiving, by a computing device, input information associated with the first satisfier 
{Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

updating, by the computing device, the first satisfier based the input information {Dvorak 
figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

displaying the first satisfier {Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 220); 

receiving selection of the first satisfier {Dvorak figure 1, and figure 2 items 216, 218, 
220); and 
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displaying at least some of the input information based on the selection of the first 
satisfier (Dvorak figure 2 items 202, 204, 226, and 224). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine Medvedeff with Dvorak in order to prevent adverse reactions. 
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Conclusion 

70. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eliza Squires whose telephone number is (571)270-7052. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8 am - 4 pm Eastern Standard 
Time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher Gilligan can be reached on 571-272-6770. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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